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greatly appreciate the work of the
committee on this, and the staff of the
committee as well.

Chairman BISHOP has been a strong
supporter of this from the start and, I
daresay, as we struggled to get this
legislation passed for almost a decade,
it was his leadership and that of Rank-
ing Member GRIJALVA that brought
this to fruition.

So this is, again, yet another dem-
onstration of what can happen when
everybody pulls together. And cer-
tainly, on the 100th anniversary of our
National Park Service, to preserve this
historic landmark and to do it in a
manner that is consistent with making
sure that our national treasures here,
whether they be our enormous national
parks in the West or on the East Coast,
a number of our treasures, historic
treasures.

I would note that, at the confluence
of a national historic river, a Blueways
and Greenways national historic en-
deavor, that this national park is lo-
cated. It is that confluence and the
work of this committee in recognizing
the historic achievement of Samuel
and Elizabeth Colt that we are so dear-
ly proud of, not only in Hartford, but
across this Nation.

I thank, again, Chairman MCcCLIN-
TOCK, and I want to thank, again, my
dear friend, the ranking member, Ms.
TSONGAS.

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I
would only add that I look forward to
working with my colleagues across the
aisle on those reforms to restore the
free market principles that made
America the manufacturing capital of
the world, so that those great days
that gave birth to success stories like
Colt and the prosperity they meant for
our Nation can be reproduced in this
generation.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Ms. TSONGAS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I am
very pleased to commend this measure
to the House and ask for its adoption.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from California (Mr.
McCLINTOCK) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2857, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

GULF ISLANDS NATIONAL SEA-
SHORE LAND EXCHANGE ACT OF
2016

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 4119) to authorize the ex-
change of certain land located in Gulf
Islands National Seashore, Jackson
County, Mississippi, between the Na-
tional Park Service and the Veterans

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

of Foreign Wars, and for other pur-
poses, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 4119

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the “‘Gulf Islands
National Seashore Land Exchange Act of 2016°°.
SEC. 2. LAND EXCHANGE, GULF ISLANDS NA-

TIONAL SEASHORE, JACKSON COUN-
TY, MISSISSIPPI.

(a) LAND EXCHANGE AUTHORIZED.—The Sec-
retary of the Interior, acting through the Direc-
tor of the National Park Service (in this section
referred to as the ‘“‘Secretary’’) may convey to
the Veterans of Foreign Wars Post 5699 (in this
section referred to as the “‘Post’’) all right, title,
and interest of the United States in and to a
parcel of real property, consisting of approxi-
mately 1.542 acres and located within the Gulf
Islands National Seashore in Jackson County,
Mississippi, section 34, township 7 north, range
8 east.

(b) LAND TO BE ACQUIRED.—In exchange for
the property described in subsection (a), the
Post shall convey to the Secretary all right,
title, and interest of the Post in and to a parcel
of real property, consisting of approrimately
2.161 acres and located in Jackson County, Mis-
sissippi, section 34, township 7 morth, range 8
east.

(c) EQUAL VALUE EXCHANGE.—The values of
the parcels of real property to be exchanged
under this section are deemed to be equal.

(d) PAYMENT OF COSTS OF CONVEYANCE.—

(1) PAYMENT REQUIRED.—The Secretary shall
require the Post to cover costs to be incurred by
the Secretary, or to reimburse the Secretary for
such costs incurred by the Secretary, to carry
out the land exchange under this section, in-
cluding survey costs, costs related to environ-
mental documentation, and any other adminis-
trative costs related to the land exchange. If
amounts are collected from the Secretary in ad-
vance of the Secretary incurring the actual costs
and the amount collected exceeds the costs actu-
ally incurred by the Secretary to carry out the
land exchange, the Secretary shall refund the
excess amount to the Post.

(2) TREATMENT OF AMOUNTS RECEIVED.—
Amounts received as reimbursement under para-
graph (1) shall be credited to the fund or ac-
count that was used to cover those costs in-
curred by the Secretary in carrying out the land
exchange. Amounts so credited shall be merged
with amounts in such fund or account and shall
be available for the same purposes, and subject
to the same conditions and limitations, as
amounts in such fund or account.

(e) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.—The exact
acreage and legal description of property to be
exchanged under this section shall be deter-
mined by surveys satisfactory to the Secretary
and the Post.

(f) CONVEYANCE AGREEMENT.—The exchange
of real property under this section shall be ac-
complished using a quit claim deed or other
legal instrument and upon terms and conditions
mutually satisfactory to the Secretary and the
Post, including such additional terms and con-
ditions as the Secretary considers appropriate to
protect the interests of the United States.

(9) TREATMENT OF ACQUIRED LAND.—Land
and interests in land acquired by the United
States under subsection (b) shall be adminis-
tered by the Secretary as part of the Gulf Is-
lands National Seashore.

(h) MODIFICATION OF BOUNDARY.—Upon com-
pletion of the land exchange under this section,
the Secretary shall modify the boundary of the
Gulf Islands National Seashore to reflect such
land exchange.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from

H1523

California (Mr. MCCLINTOCK) and the
gentlewoman from Massachusetts (Ms.
TSONGAS) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, 1
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the bill
under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California?

There was no objection.

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 4119, introduced by
the gentleman from Mississippi (Mr.
PALAZZO), authorizes the Park Service
to convey to the Veterans of Foreign
Wars, Post 5699, 1% acres located with-
in the Gulf Islands National Seashore
in Jackson County, Mississippi, in ex-
change for a 2.2-acre parcel of land
opened by the VFW post.

This bill benefits both the VFW post
and the Park Service, as it provides the
VFW post with permanent access to
their facility via a long driveway cur-
rently owned by the Park Service,
while adding land contiguous to Gulf
Islands National Seashore. I urge my
colleagues to vote in favor of its pas-
sage today.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Ms. TSONGAS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

H.R. 4119 is a simple, bipartisan bill
that authorizes the exchange of two
small parcels of land to provide needed
access for our veterans in Mississippi.

The Veterans of Foreign Wars Post
5699 is located adjacent to a portion of
Gulf Islands National Seashore. And
while have having a national park in
your backyard is a desirable condition,
the post has found themselves land-
locked and in need of direct access to
their facility.

To solve this issue, the Gulf Islands
National Seashore Land Exchange Act
will exchange approximately 2 acres of
land owned by the VFW with 1.5 acres
owned by the Federal Government. The
acreage acquired by the VFW will be
used to establish a short driveway di-
rectly to the post, while the land given
in exchange to the Federal Government
will be managed as part of Gulf Islands
National Seashore.

This exchange is supported by both
the VFW post and the National Park
Service and is a simple and logical so-
lution to a local issue. I am pleased to
see the National Park Service and the
VFW working together to form a solu-
tion for this issue.

I urge all Members to support this
commonsense, bipartisan bill.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. McCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to yield such time as he may
consume to the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi (Mr. PALAZZO), the sponsor of
this bill and my friend.
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Mr. PALAZZO. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in support of H.R. 4119, the Gulf
Islands National Seashore Land Ex-
change Act.

The Gulf Islands National Seashore is
a national park that draws millions of
visitors to the islands in the northern
Gulf of Mexico. It includes the Mis-
sissippi barrier islands of Petit Bois Is-
land, Horn Island, East and West Ship
Island, and Cat Island, as well as the
Davis Bayou Area.

I am proud to have this important
park and its natural beaches, historic
sites, and wildlife sanctuaries within
my district.

The Gulf Islands National Seashore
has been a part of the Mississippi Gulf
Coast community since Congress estab-
lished the park in 1971. Since that es-
tablishment, the Gulf Islands National
Seashore has worked closely with the
Mark Seymour Veterans of Foreign
Wars, VFW Post 5699. In fact, the post
has shared a road with the seashore for
the better part of the last 30 years.

The Gulf Islands National Seashore
Land Exchange Act would make per-
manent a 30-year easement that has
provided an access road and driveway
for the VFW. In exchange, the VFW
will give the Gulf Islands National Sea-
shore some of its acreage, which in-
cludes wetlands.

The Gulf Islands National Seashore
and the VFW both strongly support
this land exchange, but the Depart-
ment of the Interior needs congres-
sional approval before it can make the
land exchange official. That is why,
Mr. Speaker, I encourage the House to
pass this bill today.

I would also like to thank Chairman
BisHOP, Ranking Member TSONGAS, as
well as Subcommittee Chairman
McCLINTOCK, and the Committee on
Natural Resources, for their support
and help in bringing this bill to the
floor and seeing it across the finish
line.

Ms. TSONGAS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. McCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, if
only the budget were this easy. I would
ask for the adoption of this measure.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from California (Mr.
McCLINTOCK) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4119, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

MODERNIZING THE INTERSTATE
PLACEMENT OF CHILDREN IN
FOSTER CARE ACT

Mr. YOUNG of Indiana. Mr. Speaker,
I move to suspend the rules and pass
the bill (H.R. 4472) to amend title IV of
the Social Security Act to require
States to adopt a centralized electronic
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system to help expedite the placement
of children in foster care or guardian-
ship, or for adoption, across State
lines, and to provide grants to aid
States in developing such a system,
and for other purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 4472

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Modernizing the
Interstate Placement of Children in Foster Care
Act”.

SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

The Congress finds that—

(1) when a child in foster care cannot return
safely home, the child deserves to be placed in a
setting that is best for that child, regardless of
whether it is in the child’s State or another
State;

(2) the Interstate Compact on the Placement
of Children (ICPC) was established in 1960 to
provide a uniform legal framework for the place-
ment of children across State lines in foster and
adoptive homes;

(3) frequently, children waiting to be placed
with an adoptive family, relative, or foster par-
ent in another State spend more time waiting for
this to occur than children who are placed with
an adoptive, family, relative, or foster parent in
the same State, because of the outdated, admin-
istratively burdensome ICPC process;

(4) no child should have to wait longer to be
placed in a loving home simply because the child
must cross a State line;

(5) the National Electronic Interstate Compact
Enterprise (NEICE) was launched in August
2014 in Indiana, Nevada, Florida, South Caro-
lina, Wisconsin, and the District of Columbia,
and is expected to be expanded into additional
States to improve the administrative process by
which children are placed with families across
State lines;

(6) States using this electronic interstate case-
processing system have reduced administrative
costs and the amount of staff time required to
process these cases, and caseworkers can spend
more time helping children instead of copying
and mailing paperwork between States;

(7) since NEICE was launched, placement time
has decreased by 30 percent for interstate foster
care placements; and

(8) on average, States using this electronic
interstate case-processing system have been able
to reduce from 24 business days to 13 business
days the time it takes to identify a family for a
child and prepare the paperwork required to
start the ICPC process.

SEC. 3. STATE PLAN REQUIREMENT.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 471(a)(25) of the So-
cial Security Act (42 U.S.C. 671(a)(25)) is amend-
ed—

(1) by striking
vides”’; and

(2) by inserting *‘, which, not later than Octo-
ber 1, 2026, shall include the use of an electronic
interstate case-processing system’’ before the 1st
semicolon.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The amendments made by
subsection (a) shall take effect on the 1st day of
the 1st calendar quarter beginning on or after
the date of the enactment of this Act, and shall
apply to payments under part E of title IV of
the Social Security Act for calendar quarters be-
ginning on or after such date.

(2) DELAY PERMITTED IF STATE LEGISLATION
REQUIRED.—If the Secretary of Health and
Human Services determines that State legisla-
tion (other than legislation appropriating
funds) is required in order for a State plan de-
veloped pursuant to part E of title IV of the So-

“provide’’ and insert ‘‘pro-
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cial Security Act to meet the additional require-
ment imposed by the amendments made by sub-
section (a), the plan shall not be regarded as
failing to meet any of the additional require-
ments before the 1st day of the 1st calendar
quarter beginning after the first regular session
of the State legislature that begins after the date
of the enactment of this Act. For purposes of the
preceding sentence, if the State has a 2-year leg-
islative session, each year of the session is
deemed to be a separate regular session of the

State legislature.

SEC. 4. GRANTS FOR THE DEVELOPMENT OF AN
ELECTRONIC INTERSTATE CASE-
PROCESSING SYSTEM TO EXPEDITE
THE INTERSTATE PLACEMENT OF
CHILDREN IN FOSTER CARE OR
GUARDIANSHIP, OR FOR ADOPTION.

Section 437 of the Social Security Act (42
U.S.C. 637) is amended by adding at the end the
following:

““(9) GRANTS FOR THE DEVELOPMENT OF AN
ELECTRONIC INTERSTATE CASE-PROCESSING SYS-
TEM TO EXPEDITE THE INTERSTATE PLACEMENT
OF CHILDREN IN FOSTER CARE OR GUARDIANSHIP,
OR FOR ADOPTION.—

‘(1) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this subsection
is to facilitate the development of an electronic
interstate case-processing system for the ex-
change of data and documents to expedite the
placements of children in foster, guardianship,
or adoptive homes across State lines.

““(2) APPLICATION REQUIREMENTS.—A State
that desires a grant under this subsection shall
submit to the Secretary an application con-
taining the following:

““(A) A description of the goals and outcomes
to be achieved during the period for which grant
funds are sought, which goals and outcomes
must result in—

‘(i) reducing the time it takes for a child to be
provided with a safe and appropriate permanent
living arrangement across State lines;

““(ii) improving administrative processes and
reducing costs in the foster care system; and

‘“‘(iii) the secure exchange of relevant case
files and other mecessary materials in real time,
and timely communications and placement deci-
sions regarding interstate placements of chil-
dren.

‘““(B) A description of the activities to be fund-
ed in whole or in part with the grant funds, in-
cluding the sequencing of the activities.

‘“(C) A description of the strategies for inte-
grating programs and services for children who
are placed across State lines.

‘(D) Such other information as the Secretary
may require.

“(3) GRANT AUTHORITY.—The Secretary may
make a grant to a State that complies with
paragraph (2).

‘“(4) USE OF FUNDS.—A State to which a grant
is made under this subsection shall use the
grant to support the State in connecting with
the electronic interstate case-processing system
described in paragraph (1).

‘““(5) EVALUATIONS.—Not later than 1 year
after the final year in which grants are award-
ed under this subsection, the Secretary shall
submit to the Congress, and make available to
the general public by posting on a website, a re-
port that contains the following information:

‘““(A) How using the electronic interstate case-
processing system developed pursuant to para-
graph (4) has changed the time it takes for chil-
dren to be placed across State lines.

‘““(B) The number of cases subject to the Inter-
state Compact on the Placement of Children
that were processed through the electronic inter-
state case-processing system, and the number of
interstate child placement cases that were proc-
essed outside the electronic interstate case-proc-
essing system, by each State in each year.

‘““(C) The progress made by States in imple-
menting the electronic interstate case-processing
system.

‘(D) How using the electronic interstate case-
processing system has affected various metrics
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